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T h e f a c i l i t a t o r reviewed t h e ag enda f o r t h e mee t ing . T h e f o l l o w i n g i tems were a d d e d :N a t i o n a l A s s o c i a t i o n o f Black E n v i r o n m e n t a l i s t s R e p o r t , Dr. Drex l er ' s work, u p d a t e onp i g s t u d y , u p d a t e o n E P A ' s risk asses sment, u p d a t e o n d i r t p i l e s .
A G E N D A I T E M S
Phase I I I Data
A t t h e request o f t h e c o m m u n i t y , Bonnie L a v e l l e w i l l p r o v i d e t h e CD-ROM o f Phase I I Idata to C o p e e n , C r o s s - C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n , and J o a n H o o k e r . S u m m a r i e s o f the dataw i l l be p l a c e d in the i n f o r m a t i o n r epo s i t o r i e s .
Bonnie r e f e rr ed the W o r k i n g G r o u p to the h a n d o u t , Initial Phase III Sampling ProgramSummary. S h e r epor t ed that E P A s a m p l e d 1,573 p r o p e r t i e s d u r i n g Phase I I I . T h ei n f o r m a t i o n f r o m these p r o p e r t i e s will be used in the Risk Asse s sment . EPA has anequal d i s t r i b u t i o n of dust taken f r o m homes with h i g h , m e d i u m , and low arsenicconc en tra t i on s in t h e i r yards.
EPA e s t a b l i s h e d three categories of homes:
1. H o m e s where no f u r t h e r action will be taken (431 homes). At these homes, EPA didnot de tec t a s i g n i f i c a n t l evel of arsenic ( t h e d e t e c t i o n limit was 11 p p m ) and leadc onc en t ra t i on s were less than 400 p p m . T h e s e homes are no l o n g e r part of theS u p e r f u n d site.
2. H o m e s where arsenic concentrat ion l e v e l s were over 400 ppm (23 homes). T h e s ehomes are s l a t ed for t i m e - c r i t i c a l r e m e d i a t i o n o f t h e i r yards.
3. H o m e s where no i m m e d i a t e action is warrant ed , and there has not yet been adec i s i on about f u t u r e act ion (1,094 homes). The Risk Ass e s sment w i l l addre s s thesehomes. At these homes, the lead and arsenic c oncen tra t i on s were not h i g h enoughto require t i m e - c r i t i c a l r e m e d i a t i o n , but the lead c onc en tra t i on s were over 400 ppmand arsenic was d e t e c t e d .
E P A w i l l u s e Phase I I I p r o t o c o l s t o c ont inue t o s a m p l e p r o p e r t i e s i n t h i s area: ( a ) r e -s a m p l e a l l o f t h e p r o p e r t i e s s a m p l e d i n 1998 under Phase I a n d Phase I I , a n d ( b )p r o p e r t i e s that have not yet been s a m p l e d . This work will be c onduc t ed in April andMay.
Bonnie pre s en t ed b a r charts s u m m a r i z i n g Phase I I I r e s u l t s , s howing t h e numbers o fhomes with d i f f e r e n t ranges of c onc en t ra t i on s of arsenic and l e a d .
B i o m o n i t o r i n g / B l o o d Lead T e s t i n g
Bonnie L a v e l l e t o l d t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p that E P A h a s o f f e r e d b l o o d lead t e s t i n g t or e s i d e n t s of two homes wi th h i g h lead c o n c e n t r a t i o n s in the home s ' dus t but not in the
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s o i l s . S h e al so d i s t r i b u t e d E P A ' s b i o m o n i t o r i n g p l a n . E R A h a s given vouchers f o rb i o m o n i t o r i n g t e s t s to re s ident s who l iv e in t ime-cr i t i ca l removal homes, p l u s two others.T h i s p r o m p t e d d i s cu s s i on related t o t e s t i n g a n d b i o m o n i t o r i n g . A T S D R w i l l b ec o n d u c t i n g it s own b i o m o n i t o r i n g program. S i n c e EPA and ATSDR are both g o i n g to bec o n d u c t i n g b i o m o n i t o r i n g t e s t i n g , i t i s e s s ent ia l t h ey t h i n k about the t i m i n g andc o o r d i n a t i o n of the t e s t i n g , i n c l u d i n g p r o t o c o l s . As was d emon s t ra t ed in a p r i o r S t a t e -conduc t ed program in G l o b e v i l l e , r e s i d e n t s may be r e lu c tan t to be t e s t ed more thanonce. Discussion o f E P A ' s a n d A T S D R ' s t e s t i n g i n c l u d e d :
• EPA wil l be t e s t i n g r e s i d en t s f r o m the 23 t i m e - c r i t i c a l removal homes. ATSDR wil lwant to test r e s id en t s f r o m some of these homes. S u c h t e s t i n g s h o u l d be conduc t edp r i o r to the r emed ia t i on of the yard.
• The goal is to get r e s id en t s t e s t ed under both programs , as each p r o g r a m serves ad i f f e r e n t p u r p o s e . A T S D R ' s p u r p o s e i s t w o - f o l d : ( a ) t o d e t e r m i n e whe ther there i s ap r o b l e m r i g h t now and s h o u l d the person be s ee ing a doc tor because s / h e has beene x p o s e d , and (b) to d e t e rmine what other h e a l t h - r e l a t e d a c t i v i t i e s s h o u l d occur.E P A ' s p u r p o s e i s s erv i c e-or i ented , t o h e l p p e o p l e addr e s s t h e i r f e a r aboutc o n t a m i n a t i o n ; if th ey are scared, th ey can go to the c l i n i c and be t e s t e d .
• The W o r k i n g G r o u p asked whe ther the data f r o m one t e s t i n g p r o g r a m could be usedfor both programs. The pro t o c o l s may be d i f f e r e n t . T h e r e is a need to compare anddi s cu s s p r o t o c o l s .
• If data cannot be shared between the programs , one o p t i o n i s to te l l p e o p l e at theb e g i n n i n g that the t e s t i n g program is a series and that they may be asked for af o l l o w - u p s ampl e . U n d e r t h i s scenario, an e x p l a n a t o r y card could be given to them atthe c l i n i c when they are t e s t ed . The W o r k i n g G r o u p noted that an in-persone x p l a n a t i o n by ATSDR and EPA of the need for t e s t i n g by both agencie s wou ld bemuch more e f f e c t i v e than a wri t t en e x p l a n a t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y f r o m a governmentagency.
• A con f er enc e ca l l w i l l be h e ld M o n d a y , March 6 at 1:00 PM to d i s cu s s bothagenc i e s ' t e s t i n g p l a n s and how to coord inat e them. P a r t i c i p a t i n g w i l l be:Bonnie L a v e l l e , David M e l l a r d , M e l M u n o z , Lorraine G r a n a d a , C e l i aV a n D e r L o o p , J a n e M i t c h e l l , B o b L i t l e , J o y c e T s u j i .
In a d d i t i o n , A n t h o n y T h o m a s requested that r e s id en t s b e t e s t ed in t h e i r own c o m m u n i t y ,rather than be required to go to a t e s t i n g facility in another county (such as for the b l o odlead t e s t i n g ) . He also raised the que s t ion of the v a l i d i t y o f t y p i c a l urine a n a l y s i s on b lackp e o p l e . He said that many b l a c k p e o p l e have h i g h b l ood pres sure and take d i u r e t i c s ,and that t h i s may a f f e c t the r e s u l t s o f urine t e s t i n g .
C o n f i d e n t i a l i t y
The D r a f t Risk Asse s sment wil l i n c l u d e summary data and a d i s cu s s i on of the q u a l i t y o fthe data. It w i l l no t p r o v i d e a c o r r e l a t i o n between the data and the l o c a t i o n o f the
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s a m p l e d p r o p e r t i e s . A T S D R needs addre s s e s o f t h e s a m p l e d p r o p e r t i e s i n order t oconduct i t s P u b l i c H e a l t h Ass e s sment . ERA can not p r o v i d e the s a m p l i n g r e s u l t s byaddre s s and age of r e s i d en t s . ERA wants to pro t e c t the c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y of the d a t a andt h e r e f o r e needs some f o r m o f assurance f r o m A T S D R that A T S D R w i l l n o t release t h edata. T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p d i s cu s s ed t h i s c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y issue:
• R e a l t o r s have c a l l e d Bonnie and others a s k i n g about c o n t a m i n a t i o n l e v e l s at s p e c i f i cp r o p e r t i e s . Bonnie has not released that i n f o r m a t i o n to them. She is concernedabout impac t on p r o p e r t y value.
• S p e c i f i c addre s s e s were made a v a i l a b l e i n Phase I a n d Phase I I . Bonnie L a v e l l ewas no t the p r o j e c t manager d u r i n g those Phases. S o m e c o m m u n i t y members f e l tthat a pr e c ed en t h a d been s e t i n Phase I a n d Phase I I .
• The intere s t s of the p r o p e r t y buyer s h o u l d be cons idered .
• N e i g h b o r s may want to know the c o n t a m i n a t i o n l eve l of p r o p e r t i e s where t h e i rc h i l d r e n p l a y .
• Bonnie L a v e l l e said that she is u n w i l l i n g to make the addre s s e s p u b l i c and tha t anyr a m i f i c a t i o n s f r o m r e l e a s i n g t h i s i n f o r m a t i o n i s h e r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .
• T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p requested that i n f o r m a t i o n r e g a r d i n g p u b l i c p r o p e r t y ( s c h o o l s ,p a r k s ) be re l eased. Bonnie said she would l o ok into t h i s . C e l i a V a n D e r L o o p said tha tDenver m i g h t have to release c i ty p r o p e r t y and school p r o p e r t y i n f o r m a t i o n .
EPA and ATSDR wil l work t o g e t h e r to come up wi th a c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y - p r o t e c t i o n meansthat is both t i m e l y and e f f e c t i v e , so that EPA can release the da ta to ATSDR as soon asp o s s i b l e . [As o f 2 / 2 8 / 0 0 , ATSDR has received th e addre s s e s f r o m EPA and wi l l sendEPA an e-mail say ing that the da ta wil l be kept c o n f i d e n t i a l . ]
Q u a l i t y Assurance I n f o r m a t i o n o n Phase I I I T e s t i n g o f S a m p l e s
Bonnie L a v e l l e d i s t r i b u t e d h a n d o u t s (Vasquez Boulevard & 1-70: Phase III Final ResultsSummary) showing t h e r e s u l t s o f E P A ' s q u a l i t y assurance program. A f t e r c o n d u c t i n g anumber o f q u a l i t y assurance a c t i v i t i e s , E P A be l i ev e s t h e Phase I I I d a t a a r e a very goodq u a l i t y data set and can be r e l i e d upon for the Risk A s s e s s m e n t . W h e n EPA uses thePhase I I I da ta i n t h e Risk A s s e s s m e n t , there c a n b e a good l eve l o f c e r t a i n t y about t h eq u a l i t y of the deci s ions that are made. The q u a l i t y assurance a c t i v i t i e s i n c l u d e d :
1. A check on the d e t e c t i o n l i m i t s . EPA checked on the a b i l i t y of its XRF mach ine todetect arsenic and lead by t e s t i n g a known low-leve l s a m p l e on the machine andc o m p a r i n g t h e r e s u l t s wi th t h e known l ev e l . Phase I a n d I I h a d d e t e c t i o n l i m i t s f o rarsenic o f 50-100 p p m . T h e Phase I I I d e t e c t i o n l i m i t i s 1 1 . M o r e i n f o r m a t i o n o nd e t e c t i o n l i m i t s i s a v a i l a b l e i n t h e A p p e n d i x i n t h e Phase I I I P r o j e c t P l a n a v a i l a b l e a ta l l i n f o r m a t i o n r e p o s i t o r i e s .
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2. C o n f i r m a t i o n s a m p l e s . S a m p l e s were t e s t ed by the XRF method in the f i e ld. ERAtook 10% of these s a m p l e s and had them te s t ed by the ICP method ( I n d u c t i v e l yC o u p l e d P l a s m a M e t h o d ) . T h e r e was a h i g h c o r r e l a t i o n between the r e s u l t s o f thesetwo me thod s .
3. Use of c e r t i f i e d s a m p l e s to test the accuracy of the test. ERA bought s a m p l e s thatwere c e r t i f i e d to be at certain c onc en tra t i on s and had them t e s t e d , wi thout the t e s t erknowing they were not s a m p l e s f r o m the area. The XRF test read these s a m p l e saccurately.
4. Use of s p i k e d s a m p l e s . ERA sent s a m p l e s to both the XRF and ICP labora t or i e s thatwere s p i k e d at d i f f e r e n t c onc en tra t i on s , and f o u n d that both lab s i d e n t i f i e d the sameconcentrations.
5. XRF l a b o r a t o r y d u p l i c a t e s . ERA ran d u p l i c a t e s a m p l e s w i t h i n t h e i r own labora t ory tocheck the pr e c i s i on of the t e s t i n g . The r e su l t s were the same.
6. C o m p a r i s o n of b u l k versus f i n e f r a c t i o n . S o m e s a m p l e s were sieved to a f i n ef r a c t i o n , which r epre s en t s the kind of dus t that p e o p l e get e xpo s ed to, and somes a m p l e s were l e f t coarser. T h i s w i l l b e d i s cu s s ed f u r t h e r in the Risk Asse s sment .
7. C o m p a r i s o n between s i ev ing and then d r y i n g wi th d r y i n g and then s i eving. ERAmade a change in the s a m p l e p r e p a r a t i o n procedure . ERA changed the pro c edur e toa l l o w the s a m p l e to be m i x e d , then a p o r t i o n taken for t e s t i n g was dr i ed and sieved.The r e s u l t s were compared between the f irs t and second procedure s . S i e v i n g andthen d r y i n g showed lower concentrat ions . The r e s u l t s d id not show enoughd i f f e r e n c e to create a concern. ( C h u c k Pat t er s on s u g g e s t e d that the secondp r o c e d u r e was p r o b a b l y more accurate because dry soil did not s t i ck to the sieve aswet soil may have.)
8. H o m o g e n i z a t i o n test s . ERA c o n c l u d e d that the m i x i n g was good t h r o u g h o u t thes t u d y and that c o m p o s i t e s a m p l i n g w i l l b e e f f e c t i v e .
Phase I I I Questions
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p l i s t e d t h e f o l l o w i n g que s t ions f o r E R A , r e g a r d i n g Phase I I I :
• W h a t is the v a r i a b i l i t y across the c o m p o s i t e s ?
• W h a t i f s o m e t h i n g f a i l e d one o f the q u a l i t y assurance te s t s? W o u l d ERA thenconduct r e - s a m p l i n g ( to look f o r ho t s p o t s ) ?
• Has ERA obtained access agre ement s for Ci ty-owned and leased s t ru c tur e s ( y e s )and Denver H o u s i n g A u t h o r i t y p r o p e r t i e s (ERA is work ing on access)?
• Is there a map o f the boundari e s? How s h o u l d B r i g h t o n / W a z e e / S o u t h P l a t t e b el a b e l e d ( s h o u l d be c a l l e d " G l o b e v i l l e " - not " F i v e P o i n t s " ) .
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Y a r d Rep la c emen t a t "Phase I I I Removal Homes"
T e d F e l l m a n r epor t ed that there a r e 2 3 Phase I I I p r o p e r t i e s w i th grea t er than 4 0 0 p p marsenic that will be c leaned up under a t ime- c r i t i c a l removal action. Pete S t e v e n s o n ofEPA will be c o n d u c t i n g the c l e a n u p of these p r o p e r t i e s . EPA has met wi th some of thep r o p e r t y owners a n d w i l l b e t a l k i n g i n d i v i d u a l l y wi th a l l o f t h e p r o p e r t y owners. I n the s em e e t i n g s , EPA walks the yard with the p r o p e r t y owner and d i s cu s s e s the owner ' sl a n d s c a p i n g needs. Dust moni tor s will be set up at the p r o p e r t i e s to ensure tha t du s tdoes n o t spread d u r i n g t h e removals. C l e a n u p w i l l start i n A p r i l . I f a n y o f the s e p r o p e r t yowners r e f u s e c l e a n u p , t h e c o m m u n i t y r epre s en ta t iv e s w i l l h e l p t a l k wi th them t oencourage them to have t h e i r p r o p e r t i e s c l eaned up.
Ted e x p l a i n e d that there are two o p t i o n s for c l e a n u p l i s t e d in the S e p t e m b e r 1998action memo:
(a) Y a r d removal
(b) If t h e home has l i t t l e grass and the c o n t a m i n a t i o n i s in the t op 2 inches o f th e s o i l ,then t i l l i n g a n d r e - s o d d i n g
T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p d i s cu s s ed t h e t i l l i n g o p t i o n , i n c l u d i n g t h e f o l l o w i n g :
• The c ommuni ty r epr e s en ta t iv e s s t r o n g l y o b j e c t to t i l l ing as an a c t i on , e s p e c i a l l y inthese h i g h - l e v e l s i t e s , and w i l l meet to compos e a message to EPA v o i c i n g t h i so b j e c t i o n .
• I f t i l l i n g i s c o n s i d e r e d , th en t h e S t a t e recommends that a p i l o t s t u d y b e c o n d u c t e d t osee i f i t i s an e f f e c t i v e c l e a n u p me thod . The S t a t e does not want to e x c l u d e t i l l ing asan o p t i o n , but i s u n c o m f o r t a b l e with t i l l ing for h i g h - c o n c e n t r a t i o n (over 400 p p m )homes.
• The tilling method i m p l i e s an action level has been set, but t h i s has not yet occurred.To d e t e r m i n e whether the t i l l ing has r e s u l t e d in a "safe" l eve l o f c o n c e n t r a t i o n , anaction level must have been d e f i n e d . S i n c e no action l ev e l has been set y e t , it w o u l dbe i m p o s s i b l e to set a target for the r e s u l t i n g soil c oncentra t ions .
• Pete S t e v e n s o n , who will be c o n d u c t i n g these c l e a n u p s , has not said that he iscon s ider ing t i l l ing and, EPA bel ieves he has not used t i l l ing in the pa s t . He wil l beasked to speak to the W o r k i n g G r o u p at t h e i r next m e e t i n g .
• Bonnie L a v e l l e w i l l send out the section of the S e p t e m b e r 1998 ac t ion memo thatd e a l s wi th t i l l i n g t o t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p .
• The c ommuni ty w i l l meet to d e t e r m i n e how they wi l l c ommunica t e t h e i r o b j e c t i o nr e g a r d i n g t i l l i n g t o t h e E P A , such a s d r a f t i n g a l e t t e r .
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• Each agency r e p r e s e n t a t i v e will d e t e r m i n e whe ther and how t h e y want tocommunica t e t h e i r concerns to E R A .
, A T S D R ' s P u b l i c H e a l t h Asses sment U p d a t e

David M e l l a r d r epor t ed that the release o f the P u b l i c Heal th Asse s sment has beend e l a y e d one to two months p e n d i n g :
1 . D a v i d ' s e va lua t i on o f Phase I I I data a n d i n c o r p o r a t i o n o f that i n f o r m a t i o n i n t h eP u b l i c H e a l t h Asse s sment
2. The Soi l Pica W o r k s h o p ( M a r c h 29-30 in Atlanta)
At the Soil Pica W o r k s h o p , p a n e l i s t s who have done research in soil i n g e s t i o n and soilpica behavior, p l u s one or two p e o p l e f r o m ATSDR and EPA, wi l l d i s cu s s k ey soil p i caque s t i on s , i n c l u d i n g :

a. W h a t is the pr eva l enc e of soil p i ca behavior?
b. How much soi l do soil pica c h i l d r e n swal l ow?
c. How can soil pica c h i l d r e n be i d e n t i f i e d ?

T h e r e may be f u n d i n g for two c o m m u n i t y r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s to at tend t h i s work shop asobservers. The work shop wi l l b e open t o o ther observers. ATSDR wi l l take th ec o n c l u s i o n s and r e commendat i on s f r o m the p a n e l i s t s and d e t e r m i n e what changes , i fany, s h o u l d be made in the P u b l i c Health Asse s sment .
David asked the W o r k i n g G r o u p f or other s ugge s t ed ques t ions . T h e s e , and othersa l r e a d y received by D a v i d , i n c l u d e d :
• S h o u l d ATSDR cons ider soil p ica behavior in p r e g n a n t women?
• W h a t is the d e f i n i t i o n of soil pica?
• Is soi l p i ca normal or abnormal behavior?
• How do you prot e c t a p i ca c h i l d ?
• Does b i o a v a i l a b i l i t y change with the amounts of soil inge s t ed?
David asked the W o r k i n g G r o u p to send him any other que s t ions they would l i k e thep a n e l i s t s t o addres s .
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Other A T S D R A c t i v i t i e s
Expo sur e i n v e s t i g a t i o n : A T S D R w i l l take hair s a m p l e s ( a s requested b y t h e S t a t e ) a n durine s a m p l e s f r o m c h i l d r e n a n d some a d u l t s . David H e w i t t w i l l a t t end t h e W o r k i n gG r o u p m e e t i n g i n March t o answer t e s t i n g ques t ions . A T S D R w i l l c o o r d i n a t e wi th E R Ato conduct the t e s t i n g b e f o r e the t i m e - c r i t i c a l removals b eg in.
T e r r y T a y l o r , f r o m t h e S t a t e ' s Lead P o i s o n i n g Preven t i on G r o u p w i l l a t t end t h e nextW o r k i n g G r o u p mee t ing . The S t a t e w i l l conduct t h e b lood lead t e s t i n g , e i t h e r on av o l u n t a r y basis or on the basis of r e f e r r a l s for t e s t i n g of p e o p l e where there are h i g hl e v e l s o f l ead. C e l i a V a n D e r L o o p said that Gene H o o k wi l l now be c o n d u c t i n g the b l oodl ead program for th e C i t y and wi l l b e c o o r d i n a t i n g wi th th e S t a t e . L o r r a i n e G r a n a d o saidthat since l ead-based p a i n t is an issue in t h i s c o m m u n i t y , b l o o d - l e a d t e s t i n g s h o u l d beo f f e r e d to everyone.
A n t h o n y T h o m a s noted that many b l a c k women use p r e p a r a t i o n s on t h e i r h a i r thats t r i p s away arsenic and thus would a f f e c t th e r e s u l t s o f a r s en i c - in-ha i r t e s t i n g . TheMarch 6 c on f e r enc e c a l l w i l l i n c l u d e d i s cu s s i on o f A T S D R ' s pro t o c o l f o r ur inaryand hair t e s t i n g .
Soil Pica survey: ATSDR is l o o k i n g in to c o n d u c t i n g a soil p i c a survey in the area. DavidH e w i t t would head up t h i s survey.
H e a l t h education: A T S D R i s s t ar t ing t o p l a n h e a l t h educat ion a c t i v i t i e s that w i l l i n c l u d e :
• A f a c t sheet on soil p i ca behavior
• I n f o r m a t i o n a l mat er ia l on th e e xpo sure i n v e s t i g a t i o n (to b e a v a i l a b l e b e f o r e ATSDRc o l l e c t s s a m p l e s f r o m t h e c o m m u n i t y )
• I n f o r m a t i o n a l mat er ia l that summarizes t h e P u b l i c H e a l t h A s s e s s m e n t
A T S D R w i l l d e v e l o p these m a t e r i a l s , review them wi th t h e H e a l t h T e a m , a n d th en b r i n gthem to th e W o r k i n g G r o u p f or comment p r i o r t o d i s t r i b u t i o n .
In response to a question f r o m S a n d y D o u g l a s , ATSDR said there i s seed moneya v a i l a b l e f or c o m m u n i t y g r o u p s t o conduct e d u c a t i o n and outreach p r o g r a m s aboutl e a d .
The next H e a l t h T e a m mee t ing w i l l be M a r c h 21 at 2:30 PM at the Cross-C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n o f f i c e . A t t h i s m e e t i n g :
• Dr. Resale s will t a l k about h e a l t h i n t e r v e n t i o n and how it works.
• Dave H e w i t t w i l l t a l k about th e e xpo sure i n v e s t i g a t i o n s .

February 24, 2000 Final Vasquez/l-70 Working Group Meeting Summary Page 8



• M a d e l i n e W i l l i a m s f r o m t h e N a t i o n a l A s s o c i a t i o n o f Black E n v i r o n m e n t a l i s t s w i l ldi s cu s s her report on f i n d i n g e l eva t ed l e v e l s of arsenic in northeast Denver ( P a r kHill) and d i s cu s s how ATSDR can i n t e r f a c e with what sh e i s d o i n g in her community.
David M e l l a r d said that in prev iou s t e chn i ca l m e e t i n g s , d i s cu s s i on s had been h e l d abouthow he reached the d e c i s i o n s he made and do cument ed in the P u b l i c HealthAsses sment and how he c a l c u l a t e d the doses. Bob Litle expres sed concern aboutATSDR making a q u a n t i t a t i v e as we l l as a q u a l i t a t i v e assessment and that t h i s m i g h t bed u p l i c a t i v e o f the q u a n t i t a t i v e assessment that EPA makes. David said that ATSDRmakes a q u a n t i t a t i v e e s t imate of the dose. He s u g g e s t e d a t e chni ca l m e e t i n g about howt o evaluate Phase I I I data a n d h o w h e w i l l d e t e rmine whether certain l e v e l s o f arsenicw i l l cause h a r m f u l e f f e c t s . Bonnie L a v e l l e noted that t h r o u g h o u t t h e W o r k i n g G r o u pprocess, EPA has l a i d out how EPA wil l eva lua t e the da ta t h r o u g h i t s P r o j e c t P l a n .
A one-day T e c h n i c a l M e e t i n g w i l l be he ld on March 10 f r o m 8:30 to 5:00 PM at theC r o s s - C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n o f f i c e . The f i r s t p o r t i o n o f th e m e e t i n g , f r o m 8:30 to 1:00w i l l f o c u s o n t h e t o x i c i t y e v a l u a t i o n o f Phase I I I data. T h e r e m a i n i n g p o r t i o n o f t h em e e t i n g w i l l addre s s E P A ' s r e - s a m p l i n g ( u s i n g Phase I I I p r o t o c o l ) o f t h e Phase I a n dPhase I I p r o p e r t i e s which A T S D R noted a s p r o p e r t i e s o f concern (see be low). E P A w i l lp r o v i d e i n f o r m a t i o n on d e c i s i on cri teria.
R e - S a m p l i n g
A T S D R i d e n t i f i e d 2 7 p r o p e r t i e s o f concern f r o m t h e Phase I a n d Phase I I s a m p l i n g .T h e s e were p r o p e r t i e s that ind i ca t ed hot s po t s o f arsenic. In re sponse , EPA re- sampledthese p r o p e r t i e s , u s ing Phase I I I p r o t o c o l . T h e r e su l t s o f t h e r e - s a m p l i n g show a l o t o fv a r i a b i l i t y and merit d i s c u s s i o n in a T e c h n i c a l M e e t i n g ( M a r c h 10). Bonnie requestedthat i f the W o r k i n g G r o u p has que s t i on s on the r e - s a m p l i n g d a t a , p l e a s e send them toher so she can organize them for d i s c u s s i o n at the March 10 T e c h n i c a l M e e t i n g . Bonniewil l d i s t r i b u t e i n f o r m a t i o n on al l three c o m p o s i t e s a m p l e s for each of the 27 p r o p e r t i e s .
T i m e l i n e f o r E P A a n d A T S D R W o r k
Bonnie and David pr e s en t ed th e f o l l o w i n g t i m e l i n e s f o r t h e i r u p c o m i n g work:

A T S D R D r a f t P u b l i c H e a l t h Ass e s sment J a n u a r y
E P A E l e c t r o n i c versions o f Phase I I I data were d i s t r i b u t e d F e b r u a r y 1 8
A T S D R Phase I I I T o x i c i t y E v a l u a t i o n March3*7 ^
cPA Draft Base l ine Risk Ass e s smen t to be re l eased ..t K A ( w i l l i n c l u d e t h e P i g S t u d y ) Marcn 1 b

P P A 30-day review p e r i o d for Draft Base l ine Risk A s s e s s m e n t March 15 to(comment s back to EPA by April 17) April 17
A T S D R S o i l Pica W o r k s h o p M a r c h 29-30
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A T S D R Revised P u b l i c H e a l t h Ass e s smen t A p r i l
A T S D R Expo sur e I n v e s t i g a t i o n A p r i l
E P A Begin r e - sampl ing o f Phase I a n d I I p r o p e r t i e s b y A p r i l
A T S D R I n i t i a l re l ease o f t h e P u b l i c H e a l t h Ass e s smen t M a y
A T S D R Comment per iod a n d revision o f P u b l i c H e a l t h A s s e s s m e n t M a y - J u n e
A T S D R P u b l i c re lease o f t h e P u b l i c H e a l t h Ass e s smen t J u l y
EPA Record of Deci s ion S e p t e m b e r
A T S D R F i n a l release o f t h e P u b l i c H e a l t h Asse s sment S e p t e m b e r -October

Environmenta l J u s t i c e
The c o m m u n i t y requested a re sponse f r o m EPA on how EPA wi l l a d d r e s s theenvironmenta l j u s t i c e issues at t h i s s i t e and how e n v i r o n m e n t a l j u s t i c e wil l be i n t e g r a t e dinto t h e S u p e r f u n d process. The c o m m u n i t y members w i l l meet t o p r e p a r e t h e i r i d ea son what t h e i r e x p e c t a t i o n s are of EPA r e g a r d i n g e n v i r o n m e n t a l j u s t i c e at t h i s s i te . TheEPA environmenta l j u s t i c e s t a f f w i l l a l so meet t o d i s cu s s t h i s . At t h e M a r c h W o r k i n gG r o u p m e e t i n g t h e E P A a n d t h e c ommuni ty w i l l d i s c u s s t h i s issue. T h e c o m m u n i t ymembers made it c l ear that they do not want g e n e r a l i t i e s r e g a r d i n g e n v i r o n m e n t a lj u s t i c e ; they are l o o k i n g f or a s p e c i f i c re sponse that r e l a t e s t o t h i s s i t e .
A t t i c Dust
The r e s u l t s o f at t i c dus t s a m p l i n g are i n c l u d e d in th e Risk-Based S a m p l i n g Repor t o fA p r i l 1999. E P A targe t ed t h e 1 8 removal homes f r o m Phase I a n d Phas e I I , s a m p l e dat t i c dus t f r o m 8 of these homes, and f o u n d that c o n c e n t r a t i o n s of arsenic weres u r p r i s i n g l y l ow in th e at t ic dus t . T h e r e were s l i gh t ly e l eva t ed l e v e l s o f l e a d . EPA wi l l no tuse t h i s data in the Base l ine Risk Asse s sment because of the i n f r e q u e n t e x p o s u r e toatt ic dus t . EPA wil l f o c u s on chronic expo sure to dus t in l i v i n g spaces .
Pete S t e v e n s o n is c o n s i d e r i n g s a m p l i n g a t t i c dus t and dust in crawl space in the 23Phase I I I removal homes. M e l M u n o z said t h e c o m m u n i t y w a s i n t e r e s t e d i n mores a m p l i n g of a t t i c dus t to leam whe ther there was a p r o b l e m tha t s h o u l d concern there s ident s . The c ommuni ty s u g g e s t e d that EPA s a m p l e a t t i c dus t on a random basis( e s p e c i a l l y in o l d e r home s) or s a m p l e i t in homes wi th h i g h c o n c e n t r a t i o n s of arsenic inthe yards , such as the 23 removal homes. If there is a p a t t e r n s i m i l a r to that seen in thePhase I a n d I I removal p r o p e r t i e s , th en t h e c o m m u n i t y c a n b e more c o m f o r t a b l e aboutat t i c du s t . Bonnie wi l l t a l k with Pete S t e v e n s o n about s a m p l i n g the a t t i c d u s t in the 23Phase I I I removal homes.
Dirt P i l e s
Lorraine G r a n a d o r epor t ed that t h e d i r t p i l e s men t i oned i n t h e J a n u a r y W o r k i n g G r o u pm e e t i n g that were of concern to the c o m m u n i t y have been removed.
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D r . D r e x l e r ' s S t u d e n t s ' S t u d y
Barbara O ' G r a d y repor t ed that D r . D r e x l e r ' s s t u d e n t s asked t h e S t a t e t o i d e n t i f y s ta tep r o p e r t i e s and pre-1960 homes that th ey cou ld test for arsenic, l e a d , zinc, andcadmium. The s tate p r o v i d e d l o c a t i o n s o f state-owned l a n d . S o m e state e m p l o y e e svo lun t e e r ed t h e i r homes f or t h i s c lass p r o j e c t . The t e s t i n g r e s u l t s show some l o c a t i o n so u t s i d e V B / l - 7 0 that have e levated arsenic. David M e l l a r d has these r e s u l t s and wil lp r o v i d e them to ERA.
P i g S t u d y
David M e l l a r d and J o y c e Tsuj i r epor t ed that the r e s u l t s o f th e p ig s t u d y were pre s en t edat a t o x i c o l o g y conf er ence . T h i s release is i n a p p r o p r i a t e , as EPA has not yet reviewedthe r e su l t s .
N e x t W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g s
March 16,8:30-1:00April 20, 8:30 - 3:00.
H a n d o u t s
• S t a n d a r d Opera t ing Procedure, Metal Speciation and Quantification of Perlite
• Sampling and Analysis Plan for the Vasquez Boulevard and 1-70 NPL Site, EPARegion 8
• Vasquez Boulevard & 1-70: Phase III Final Results Summary, F e b r u a r y 23, 2000
• Initial Phase III Sampling Program Summary, i n c l u d i n g S u m m a r y of S a m p l i n gA c t i v i t i e s , S u m m a r y o f Phase 3 F i n d i n g s , a n d R e s u l t s f o r Phase I I I R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s
• The most recent W o r k G r o u p and Contact G r o u p l i s t s
Acronyms
El - Exposure InvestigationICP M e t h o d - Inductively Coupled PlasmaMDL S t u d i e s - Maximum Daily LoadN S T S a m p l eRl - Remedial InvestigationRI/FS - Remedial Investigation/Feasibility StudySOP - Standard Operating ProcedureXRP method
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